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BEFORE THE INDIAY CLAIXS COMMISSION 

BAY MILLS I N D I A N  COPMLNITY, SAULT STE. ) 
MARIE, ARTHUR LAWRENCE L,UL?IlUC, DaPU'IEL ) 
EDWARDS AND JOHN L .  BOUCEER, AND ) 
OTTAWA GYD CHIPPEWA INDIAYS OF HICHIGAL', ) 
ET A L . ,  ) 

P l a i n t i f  i s ,  1 
) 

v .  ) Docket Nos. 18-E and 58 
1 

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) 
1 

Defendant.  1 

ORDER DENYING I N  PART AXD GRANTING I N  PART 
PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO AXEND DECISION OF COMMISSION 

THIS MATTER comes b e f o r e  t h e  Commission upon p l a i n t i f f s '  motion 
designated "Motion t o  Cor rec t  ( o r  Amend) Decis ion of Commission Entered 
December 29, 1971 (26 Ind.  C 1 .  Comm. 538) , ' I  da ted  February 9 ,  1972,  
and defendan t ' s  response t h e r e t o  da ted  February 23, 1972. I n  t h e  a f o r e s a i d  
d e c i s i o n  en te red  i n  t h i s  c a s e ,  t h e  Commission excluded an amount t o t a l l i n g  
$191,243.48 (being t h e  sum pa id  under t h e  t r e a t y  o f  March 28,  1836 (7 S t a t .  
491) t o  t h e  Grand River Ottawa I n d i a n s )  a s  an  a l lowable  payment on t h e  
c la im because i t  appeared t h a t  t h e  s a i d  Grand River  Ottawa I n d i a n s  were 
n o t  p a r t i e s  t o  t h e  claim. I t  now appears  t h a t  t h e  Grand River  Ottawa I n d i a n s  
are a proper  p a r t y  t o  t h i s  s u i t  and,  a c c o r d i n g l y ,  t h e  sum of $191,243.48 
should have been allowed a s  a payment on t h e  claim. T h e r e f o r e ,  be ing  f u l l y  
advised i n  t h e  premises ,  t h e  Commission is of t h e  o p i n i o n  t h a t  t h e  motion 
should be granted i n  p a r t  and denied i n  p a r t .  

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED t h a t  t h e  Commission's a d d i t i o n a l  f i n d i n g s  
of f a c t  and opinion e n t e r e d  i n  t h e  above-en t i t l ed  c a s e  on December 29, 
1971 (26 Ind.  C 1 .  Comm. 538-562) be amended as fol lows:  

(1) Opinion (p. 542) .  There be d e l e t e d  on t h e  second l i n e  
from t h e  top ,  t h e  d o l l a r  f i g u r e  o f  S1,653,334.46 and 
s u b s t i t u t e d  t h e  d o l l a r  f i g u r e  of $1,844,577.94; 

There be d e l e t e d  on t h e  t h i r d  l i n e  from t h e  t o p ,  t h e  
d o l l a r  f i g u r e  of S1,821,628.06 and s u b s t i t u t e d  t h e  
d o l l a r  f i g u r e  of $2,012.871.54; and 

There be d e l e t e d  i n  i t s  e n t i r e t y  f o o t n o t e  No. 1. 
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Opinion ( p .  5 4 6 ) .  There be d e l e t e d  on the  f o u r t h  and 
f i f t h  l i n e s  from the  top ,  the  d o l l a r  f i g u r e  of $1,822,227.52 
and s u b s t i t u t e d  i n  l i e u  thereof  the  d o l l a r  f i g u r e  of 
$2,013,471.00; and 

There be d e l e t e d  on t h e  seven th  l i n e  from t h e  t o p ,  t h e  
d o l l a r  f i g u r e  of $10,319,996.71 and s u b s t i t u t e d  t h e  d o l l a r  
f i g u r e  of S10,128,753.23. 

Opinion ( p .  549).  There be d e l e t e d  the  d o l l a r  f i g u r e  
of $lO,300,247.03 as  t h e  f i n a l  award sum i n  t h e  l a s t  l i n e  
of t h e  opinion and s u b s t i t u t e d  t h e  d o l l a r  f i g u r e  of 

Finding of Fac t  57 ( p .  552). There be d e l e t e d  t h e  t o t a l  
sum f i g u r e  of $388,756.52 from both  columns of t h e  s i x t h  
l i n e  from t h e  bottom and s u b s t i t u t e d  t h e  f i g u r e  of 
$58O,OOO.OO; 

Finding of Fac t  57 (p. 553) .  There be d e l e t e d  a t  t h e  
end of t h e  column marked "Total  Promised" t h e  f i g u r e  
$1,653,334.46 and t h e r e  be s u b s t i t u t e d  t h e  f i g u r e  of 
$1,844,577.94, and t h e r e  be  d e l e t e d  a t  t h e  end of t h e  column 
market "Total  Paid" t h e  f i g u r e  $1,821,628.06 and t h e r e  be 
s u b s t i t u t e d  t h e  f i g u r e  of $2,012,871.54; and 

'There be d e l e t e d  on t h e  f i f t h  l i n e  from t h e  bottom t h e  
f i g u r e  $1,653,334.46 and t h e r e  be s u b s t i t u t e d  t h e  f i g u r e  

($1,844,577.94). 

Finding of Fact  No. 61  (p. 560). There be d e l e t e d  t h e  
f i g u r e  91,821,628.06 on t h e  f o u r t h  l i n e  from t h e  bottom and t h e r e  
be s u b s t i t u t e d  t h e  f i g u r e  of $2,012,871.54; and 

There be d e l e t e d  from t h e  t o t a l  on t h e  bottom of t h e  page 
t h e  f i g u r e  $1,841,977.20 and t h e r e  be s u b s t i t u t e d  t h e  f i g u r e  
$2,033,220.68. 

Finding of Fact  No. 61  (p. 5611. There be d e l e t e d  t h e  d o l l a r  
f i g u r e  of $10,300,247.03 as t h e  f i n a l  judgment sum on t h e  l a s t  
l i n e  of t h e  Findings of Fact  and t h e r e  be s u b s t i t u t e d  i n  l i e u  
thereof t h e  f i g u r e  of $10,109,003.55. 

Except t o  t h e  e x t e n t  i n d i c a t e d  above, t h e  ba lance  of p l a i n t i f f s '  
motion t o  c o r r e c t  (or  amend) is  denied,  and t h e  Clerk  i s  d i r e c t e d  
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to make the above amendments in the original additional 
findings of £Act and opinion of this case. 

4 

Dated ac Washington, D. C., this ,/<Cfhay of March 1972. 




